has become more apparent that there are other sources of evidence for AngloBritish interaction surviving from the seventh century and onwards which do not conform to this exclusively bellicose picture of events. Indeed, endeavouring to explore the nature of relations between the Anglo-Saxons and the Britons of early medieval Britain is to a large extent an exercise in the attempted illumination of paradox. On the one hand, there is no reason to doubt, even assuming some embellishment in the sources, that aggression and antagonism are central and continuing themes. But on the other hand, there are equally undoubted instances of less bellicose interaction. It is the aim of this article to examine one of the documentary sources that reveals this latter picture of Anglo-British relations in pre-Viking Britain, namely, the Law Code of Ine, king of Wessex c.688-726.
The Law Code of Ine was most likely promulgated between c.688-93. Ine's is the earliest West Saxon law code to survive, and has done so only as an appendix to the Laws of Alfred, both of which are contained at the earliest in a c.930 manuscript. The fact that Ine's laws were appended to Alfred's raises ' ASC 688, 726 
(MS. E), 728 (MS. A).
In the prologue to his Code, Ine says that he had been consulting with ' being considered 'oathworthy', namely, able to give an oath in popular court, a right which was also extended to Ine's British subjects.
The wergild for a Briton ranged from a maximum of 600 shillings down to a minimum of 60 shillings (see Table 1 ), such that: a Briton with five hides of land had a wergild of 600 shillings; a Briton who was a horse-rider (horswealh) for the king, 200 shillings; one with one hide of land, 120 shillings; a rent-payer (gafolgelda), also 120 shillings; the son of a rent-payer, 100 shillings; a Briton 27 with half a hide, 80 shillings, and a Briton with no land, 60 shillings. The wergild for a Saxon, on the other hand, was not so explicitly stated. Their identity, 28 though defined in some instances by the terms Englisc or Engliscmon, is principally assumed when none other is specified. Nevertheless, Saxons appear to be granted wergilds ranging ' ' °^1 8 -3>26, It is possible then to determine that there was a disparity between the value placed on the life of a Briton and that of a Saxon in Ine's Code. A Briton who was a horse-rider in the service of the king -a position which could reasonably 32 be regarded as one of status -only attracted a wergild equivalent of a Saxon ceorl, namely, 200 shillings. While Britons could own land, they are not included in the topmost layer of society: 600 shillings is the highest wergild mentioned, in comparison with 1,200 shillings for a Saxon. Further, their status seems to be more tied to land ownership than to birthright. The wergild of Britons was essentially stratified according to how many hides of land they owned, at a rate of approximately 120 shillings per hide. A Saxon ceorl seems to have been protected at 200 shillings with no particular specification for land-ownership, though it should be allowed that the 600 and 1,200 men may have been 33 differentiated this way.
A king's horse-rider is usually thought to have been a noble (Faull, 'Semantic development of wealh', p. 29), though not so elevated as a king's horsdegn (ASC 897). The horserider of Ine's Code might be compared to the 'messenger' (laadrincmannan) of Aethelbe of Kent's early seventh-century Code (Aethelbert 7, EHD, no. 29, . H. M. Chadwick, Studies on Anglo-Saxon Institutions (Cambridge: Cambridge Univers Press, 1905), pp. 93-8, argued that the difference between a 600 and a 1,200 man was that the latter owned land. In this sense, the distinction being made in Ine's Code may have been between the landless young warrior employed in the king's service (the 600 man), and the veteran who had settled down with land and family (the 1,200 man). Such a conceptualisation is echoed in the geogod (youth) versus dugud (veteran) distinction drawn in Beowulf (for example, lines 160,621). I would like the thank Dr Patrick Wormald for drawing these references to my attention. 
Son of a gafolgelda

Owner of no hide
Owner of no land British slaves were also valued less than their Saxon counterparts. An oath of 12 hides was required to compel the public whipping of a British slave, however, 34 a Saxon slave could only be whipped with a 34 hide oath. In general, though Britons were 'oathworthy', their word held less value than that of a Saxon; the accusation of cattle-theft could be denied by an oath to the value of 60 hides if the accuser was British, but a Saxon accuser could only be denied by an oath of 120 hides.
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One can, therefore, conceptualise the society described in Ine's Code as being arranged in what Thomas Charles-Edwards refers to as a 'parallel hierarchy': it is almost as if there are two nations existing within the one polity with the Saxons in the most favourable position. whereby it was prudent for Ine to refrain from antagonising his British subjects and therefore to decrease the likelihood that he would have to deal with a 42 rebellion at an otherwise inopportune time.
One of the difficulties, of course, with this argument is that the Britons were not afforded equal status with their Saxon counterparts, thus there is a limit to how much they might have been 'appeased' by such an arrangement. The fact that Britons had a wergild implies the king's protection, and that at least in theory they could pursue accusations against Saxons. But they needed twice the oathhelp of a Saxon to proceed with any accusation, and their lives were compensated at a significantly lower value. It is unlikely that the Britons would have simply accepted Ine's promulgation with naive gratitude; there would still have existed the potential for discontent. It could equally be as likely that what Ine's Code represents was not an attempt to 'placate' British interests, but rather to set a framework for settling disputes between Saxons and Britons who had kin and indeed lords within Wessex capable of waging vendettas and disturbing the peace, 44 making it essential for him to include them in the Code. Indeed, Ine's laws differ from the earlier Kentish codes in reflecting a more aggressive stance on enforcement and payment of fines against the social order, incorporating the king 45 more prominently in the vocabulary of atonement.
This of course begs the question of who the Britons in Ine's Code actually were. In particular, were they descendants of Romano-Britons still living in the long-conquered eastern half of Wessex (roughly Hampshire, Wiltshire and parts of Dorset)? Or, given that there appears to have been a period of westward expansion in the seventh century up to and including the reign of Ine, ultimately encompassing Dorset, Somerset and some of Devon, were the Britons in the Code farmers and landowners whose land had been incorporated into a newlyenlarged Wessex?
In order to answer this question, it is first necessary to speculate on a number of matters implied by the Code. To begin with, we must assume that there existed some mechanism, some 'British' feature or features, that allowed for Britons to be recognised as such. Indeed, one of the central conclusions that can be drawn from Ine's Code regarding Anglo-British relations is that complete assimilation had not yet occurred between the two groups, such that a distinction could still be made in terms of ethnicity. There must have been some sense of British identity as distinct from Saxon identity: it would have been nonsensical to talk in terms of differentiating Britons from Saxons in the law code if it was practically impossible to do so. And indeed, it would have been important, especially for a Saxon as a person of higher status than a Briton, to be able to be differentiated given the differences in wergild. Further, the use of the term wealh -with its implication of foreign-ness -does provide some sense of British and Saxon identities being in binary opposition, and it is significant that the only instances in which the term Englisc is used in the Code are whenever the context involves a contrast with the Britons. It is, therefore, reasonable to assume that Ine's Code reflects a society that was segmented, or at least able to be segmented, on ethnic grounds.
How then would a Briton have been identified? Style of Christianity is a possibility; Britons conceivably may have continued to eschew Roman practice. However, this is unlikely to have been the case within Wessex, especially the eastern half, by the time of Ine's reign. The Synod of Hertford, which sought to extend the decisions of Whitby to the rest of the Anglo-Saxon kingdoms, had 47 The evidence of charters indicates that there was a period of westward expan is first documented during the reign of Centwine (676-685 been held some twenty years earlier in 672. About this time, Abbot Aldhelm of Malmesbury had also written to Geraint of Dumnonia, the British kingdom of the south-west, exhorting him to instruct his bishops to follow Roman practice. It is very doubtful that non-orthodox practice within Wessex would have been tolerated by the end of the seventh century.
There are a cluster of other cultural characteristics which may have operated as potential identifiers -such as dress, social custom, diet, mode of housing, style of agriculture, and so forth -but a more enduring mechanism would most likely have been language and oral culture. Language can operate 52 as one of the most definitive markers of ethnic identity, as well as acting as a means of maintaining and reinforcing that identity. Indeed, Bryan Ward-Perkins argues that since the people of Ine's Wessex were Saxons, the use of the word 54 Englisc in the Code, if it is not a later interpolation, suggests that it was the speaking of a particular language (i.e. 'English') that for the Saxons in Wessex was the determinant of ethnicity. Bede, of course, differentiated the peoples of Britain according to the language they spoke: English, British, Irish, and Pictish.
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And in the story of the Northumbrian thegn Imma who, when captured by Mercians, attempted to pass himself off as a peasant but was found out by his mode of speech, Bede also provides grounds for allowing that a person's status could be determined by how they spoke. While it is not being suggested here ^ HEIV. that Imma's status was necessarily revealed by the language he used, as opposed to his vocabulary or grammar or phonology, the point to be made is that it was possible to use mode of speech to differentiate amongst people in Anglo-Saxon England.
In order to accept the first proposition canvassed, that the Britons in Ine's Code were those descended from the original Romano-British inhabitants in eastern Wessex, we must assume that the language of the Britons survived and continued to be a valid marker of identity from the Invasion Period through to the end of the seventh century. We must also assume that to be a numerically significant proportion of the population, the Britons must to some extent have remained separate from the Saxons so that they could pass on their language and oral culture in such a way that their distinct identity was not extinguished by assimilation. Further, we have to assume that this policy of separation, which had been ongoing in some form for up to 200 years, at some point after Ine's reign, fell out of practice so that assimilation then began to occur, and the language of the Britons -as well as their cultural distinctiveness -disappeared to such a complete extent in eastern Britain that it had almost no influence on Old English.
It would be more reasonable to opt for the second proposition: that the Britons referred to in Ine's Code were principally those living in territory in western Wessex that was acquired in the second half of the seventh century. This westward expansion could certainly have meant an increase in the number of British subjects within Wessex, necessitating their inclusion within the law code. There would also have been less time for assimilation to occur, such that the language of the Britons could still have been spoken, and other distinctive cultural conventions still practiced. To quote Susan Reynolds, 'Apartheid is hard enough to maintain even when physical differences are obvious, political control is firm, and records of births, deaths and marriages are kept'. In other words, given the inevitable pressure to assimilate by the dominant culture, the incorporation This latter point might be qualified to allow that language-borrowing from British to Old English was also impeded by the perceived lower status of the former. Thus, the limited influence of British may not have been solely due to its rapid demise within Wessex and the other Anglo-Saxon kingdoms. Susan Reynolds, 'What do we mean by 'Anglo-Saxon' and Anglo-Saxons'?', Journal of British Studies 24 (1985), 395-414, at pp. 402-3.
of British subjects into Wessex via westward expansion in the seventh century would make it more probable that Britons could still have been readily 60 distinguished from Saxons.
In an article reflecting upon the Law Code of Ine, it is necessary to recognise that there is some question over the value of Germanic law codes and the extent to which they provide an accurate mirror of the society that produced them. It has been argued, for example by Patrick Wormald, that it was important in the years following the decline of the Western Empire for so-called Barbarian kings to ape Roman legal precedent and to promulgate something that looked like a written law code, irrespective of its actual judicial value. It was necessary for a Barbarian king's code to have had the symbolic significance of literate form so as to legitimise Barbarian rulership over conquered Roman citizens -arguably more of an issue on the Continent than in Britain, and for the fifth and sixth centuries rather than the seventh. Thus, a Germanic law code might tell us more about the image which the Barbarian kings and their advisers wished to project of themselves and their people rather than actual 'on the ground' conditions. That being said, Wormald has also explained that such a symbolic purpose was characteristic of only certain early Germanic codes, for example, the It is instructive here to note that a similar circumstance may account for the only otheT instance in which a wergild structure for Britons (wealas) is recorded in an Anglo-Saxo text, namely, the early eleventh-century Nordleoda laga ('Northland law') assembled by Archbishop Wulfstan II of York (1002-1023). Wulfstan reproduced virtually the same wergild structure for Britons as seen in Ine's Code, also valuing them at about half that their Englisc counterparts. The point to be made is that immediately prior to the time o Wulfstan, the British province of Cumbria (or Cumberland) suffered invasion and annexation by English kings, for example, Edmund (ASC 945) and Aethelred II (ASC MS. E 1000). Such an eventuality no doubt resulted in the very problem that Ine had faced in seventh-century Wessex: of Britons newly living under Anglo-Saxon control. Nordleod laga is contained at the earliest in Corpus Christi College Cambridge MS. 201 ('D') the mid-eleventh century. For an edition, see F. Liebermann ed., Die Gesetze der Angelsachsen, Three Volumes, (Halle: M. Niemeyer, 1903-16) Frankish, Lombardic and Alamanic laws. Others, such as the Visigothic and Burgundian, seem rather to display real law-making in response to individual circumstances and conditions. Roger Collins has also argued that these southern European codes had practical value, and similarly notes instances of Visigothic, Ostrogothic and Burgundian codes which show examples of 'case law' and of laws adapted to specific fifth-or sixth-century social realities, thus indicating that law-making was an active judicial exercise. In addition, Wormald states that the former group of laws did eventually evolve to become more like the latter, incorporating measures designed to deal with newly-occurring situations of real import to the peoples being legislated for. Thus to quote Wormald, 'kings who learned to state laws in writing as emperors were accustomed to, soon learned to make law as they had' (emphasis added).
Ine's Code certainly appears to conform to this pattern. Even though the laws are preserved as a single text, they look more like a series of successive pronouncements, each developed to accommodate an eventuality that needed legislative attention. Indeed, a large number of laws give the impression that Ine was responding to particular cases as they were presented to him by petitioners. Strictly speaking, this of course means that not all the laws in Ine's Code are necessarily his; there could conceivably have been an original core of enactments that was added to over years or decades by his successors. Never-
